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Drinking in the 
‘Last Chance 
Saloon’ 


§ The David Mellor ‘affair’ was a prime example of the hacks of the tabloids off } 
‘the leash. The fact that a Minister was allegedly having an affair with an actress | 
' should have been a matter only for those directly involved - it certainly had no | 
} bearing on the performance of his public duties. It is also quite clear that 

’ sections of the press targetted David Mellor because of his role as national 

’ heritage secretary, a role which includes a brief on the press, and because he had ¢ 
§ been publicly critical of press abuses on a TV programme where he had warned 

§ them that they were ‘drinking in the Last Chance Saloon’. We are glad that the 

' press did not suceed in hounding Mellor from office. We note with interest 

§ that in a Gallup poll for the Sunday Telegraph put support for Mr Mellor } 
' amongst the general public at 62% (64% amongst women). In the same poll a 
§ total of 52% supported legislation to restrict press intrusion, with 38% opposed. 


The abuse of power by the press is something we should all be concerned 


§ about. Some sections of the press are seeking to cloud the iscues involved bv 3 
trying to make it seem that the establishment is simply try’ .g to cover-up for the 
? misdemeanours of some of its members. THEY ARE TRYING TO POSE AS 
' THE CHAMPIONS OF THE PEOPLE EXPOSING CORRUPTION. THIS 
' IS NONSENSE. It is ordinary people who are often the victims of press abuses. 
§ We recall the tabloid that placed a picture identifying a rape victim on its 
§ front-page. We remember the numerous cases where undue publicity has been 
’ given to someones private affairs because they happen to be related to someone 
’ famous. We are aware of the defamatory nature of numerous articles where 
§ people have not been able to sue in our courts only for lack of money. It is truly 
s said of the media that they have power without responsibility. 


We do not want the debate that will follow publication of the Calcutt report on 


$the press to centre just on the question of priv..cy and press intrusion, 
§ important though this is. For this would be to play ir:to the hands of the hacks 
’ who will use the strategy of portraying it as the establishment protecting itself 
§ from scrutiny from a ‘free press’. Rather we would like to see “Right to Reply’ 
§ legislation where those defamed by the media are given equal time/space to 
$ respond. Further we would like to see defamation cases being heard routinely 
§ and at the choice of the Plaintiff only in County Courts where costs can be kept 
§ to a minimum and where the settlement is also limited. These measures would 
’ empower those victimised by the press and also lead to higher journalistic 
' standards and, perhaps, in time, a more informed and cducated public opinion. 


Some might find it strange that we offer support to a Tory Minister instead of 


$ using any weapon against him. Our reason is simple - morality comes before 
§ politics. If someone has done wrong, something not uncommon to us humans, 
§ they should have the chance to sort it out privately and not have a ‘trial by 
§ media’. Those who gloat over the weaknesses of others and seek to profit 
t financially from them are contemptible. Major was right not to sack Mellor. 
§ It is high time that politicians and public faced the issue of media power and its 
$abuse and put on the statute books some legislation which redressed the 
$ imbalance and gave some redress to individuals wrorgly pilloried and held-up 
§ to public scorn. Sensible measures which improve our society and help the 
$ Nation we will always support - regardless of who initiates them. 
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Contributors! Our next issue is scheduled for 18th of September, 1992. 
Please send m your articles as soon as posibie. 
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* Coca-Cola is the biggest brand in 
Britain.It towers over all supermarket 
rivals with sales of more than £350m 
last year. The second most popular 
soft drink, Pepsi, has £110m sales 
according to figures compiled by 
market researchers Nielsen. Who said 
that Capitalism lead to greater quality 
and choice? 


* Manx Gaelic is to be taught in all 
schools on the Isle of Man. At present 
only about 50 people out of the 
island’s population of 70,000 speak 
the language fluently, while about 300 
others have some knowledge of it. 
This should change from September 
as about 1,500 pupils in the island’s 
five secondary and 32 primary schools 
have volunteered to start learning it. 
John Cain, modern languages advise 
tto the Manx government department 
of education said:- 

"There was a great deal of concern 
about the language dying out and a 
feeling that something should be done 
about this. 

Itis very much a heritage language. 
Learning it should help people 
appreciate and develop an 
awareness of their heritage and 
cultural background." 


** More than 100,000 people seek to 
kill themselves in Britain each year. 
4,500 succeed according to a study 
published in the British Medical 
Journal (29/5/92). The study by Dr 
Keith Hawton and Dr Joan Fagg 
looked at the people aged over 15 who 
were referred to hospital in Oxford 
between 1976 and 1990 because of 
self-poisoning or self-injury. Of those 
referred to hospital during the period, 
62.1 per cent were women, with the 
highest rates consistently among the 
15 to 19 age group, while in men it 
was among the 20-34 group. 

By far the most common method 


recorded in the study was 
self-poisoning, adopted by 87.3 per 
cent, as opposed to 9.9 per cent who 
choose self-injury and 2.8 per cent 
using both. 

The rate of attempted suicides 
climbed steadily in the late 1980s. 
Commenting on this, Simon Armson 
chief executive of The Samaritans 
said:- 

"Pressures that society faces in 
general have tended to increase while 
the ability to cope with them 
decreases". 


* This magazine consistently 
campaigned against the memorial to 
‘Butcher’ Harris. The statue was 
eventually erected and a ceremony of 
unveiling conducted by the ‘Queen 
Mother’. What kind of man is being 
honoured here? Let the man himself 
explain his motivation. In April 1942 
Harris wrote to an Air Chief Marshal:- 

"I’m always being pressed to 
concentrate entirely on incendiaries, 
but I do not agree with this policy. The 
morale effects of high explosives (HE) 
is vast. People can escape from fires 
and the casualties ona solely 
fire-raising raid would be as nothing. 

What we want to do in addition to 
the horrors of fire is to bring the 
masonry crashing down on the top of 
the Boche, to kill Boche and terrify 
Boche - hence the proportion of high 
explosives". 

Harris was a war criminal. His statue 
is an affront to decent people. 


* At the end of December 1991the 
mortgage rescue scheme was launched 


United d Kingdom. 
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with the approval of Prime Minister 
Major. Since then, despite of home 
every day - nearly 13,000 in the first 
three months of 1992, just 12 mortgage 
rescues have actually been carried out. 


FA report from the Commission for 
Racial Equality indicates that despite 
decades of media brainwashing many 
people are resistant to assimilation. 
The south-west of England was 
recently highlighted as a ‘problem’ 
area. White migrants from other parts 
of Britain often saw themselves as 
"refugees from the multi-cultural 
cities" according to the report. 


FA report launched by the 
Spastics Society concludes that 
many disabled people were excluded 
from the 1992 General Election, 
because they were unable to get into 
a polling station on the day, or they 
lost their vote in the shambles of the 
postal voting system. 

Polls Apart reveals that every 
constituency monitored presented 
some difficulties for disabled people 
wishing to vote independently. In the 
Worst constituency (Rugby and 
Kenilworth) every single polling 
station had one or more accessibility 
problem. Only 12% of 846 
monitored polling stations were fully 
accessible. 

The postal voting system - a 
‘second best’ in the eyes of most 
disabled people - was poorly 
publicised, so that some people lost 
their vote by returning the forms too 
late. 


Europe... £18 
: _ Rest of the World (Alr mail ; 


All payment must be in pounds (£s) Sterling. “AN cheques/Postal orders/tnternutional 
Money Orders payable to Third Way Publications Ltd. and sent to P.O. Box 1243, 


London SW7 3PB. 


Please commence my subscription with issue No. .......... 


NAME 
ADDRESS 


Tenclose & ............ 


Pleses note that names and adresses of subscribers to this magazine are held on computer to enable us to 
provide a more efficient service. We are required by the Data Protection Act 1984 to inform subscribers that 
they have the right to object to the information being held in this form. 


as | eee our 
rial policy to 


port them. We 
our controversy as 
means to incite 
ught. 

Please remember 
tif-vou prefer you 
“fax a letter to us 

n 671 373 3432 


Comrades, 


The last issue of this magazine 
published a letter from an A. Baron, 
defending the Libertarian Alliance 
from criticism made by Dominic 
Hampshire in his review of the novel, 
The Camp of The Saints. Mr. 
Hampshire had suggested that as the 
Libertarian Alliance condemns 
immigration controls as a crime 
against individual liberty, they 
presumably wish to lose their sense 
of identity. Mr. Baron disagreed and 
wrote "As multi-racialism is largely 
based on coercion and compulsion, 
this is something that the Libertarian 
Alliance manifestly does not 
support." He then, however, went on 
to state "What it does support 
however is the right of people to live 
wherever they-please and can afford, 
and the right to associate (or not to 
associate) with whom they please." 

To most people the most obvious 
question would be, whose ‘rights’ 
should prevail, the rights of would-be 
immigrants to enter a country, or the 
rights of the indigenous people to 
live in a totally homogenous society? 
What if 100% of the native 
population opposed immigration, 
would the Libertarians still insist that 
the immigrants be allowed to enter? 
And if so would they then welcome 
the state using its power to uphold 
their right of entry. What of the 
indigenous population‘s right “not to 
associate with whom they please" 
when the very act of immigration 
forces them to so associate? 


It is worth spending a little time 
looking at Libertarianism as, 
superficially at least, it might seem 
that there are similarities between 
ourselves and them. I believe that 
now rather than later is the time to 
clear up any possible confusion 
between what I consider to be two 
very different worldviews. 

Libertarianism is particularly 
strong in the U.S.A. which is not 
surprising as the pioneers who settled 
that country were able to do so 
without restraint, thus embedding 
rampant individualism deep into the 
tradition of the U.S.A. 

Many of the adherents to the 
Libertarian movement have a desire 
to be associated with an imagined 
political and intellectual elite. 

The Digh DIASStess OF 
Libertarianism is the late Ayn Rand, 
a one time Hollywood screen writer 
and the author of long novels 
dramaticising her philosophy, known 
as ‘objectivism’. The salient thesis of 
this line of thought is that all 
human progress, all human 
achieverient, is the result of the 
individual mind, and anything that 
would fetter or restrict it is part of a 
‘collectivist’ drag back to a primitive 
era. 

According to Libetarians 

government should exist solely to 
enforce contracts between free 
individua's. Libertarians in practice 
strongly oppose drug control, 
immigration laws, gun control laws, 
social welfare programs and taxation. 
They favour unlimited and 
uncontrolled Capitalism in all its 
forms. Their type of society would 
seem to be a sort of loosely contained 
anarchy; each intelligent, 
self-seeking, rational mind going 
quietly and peacefully about its 
business, pursuing its own 
objectives, while not disturbing or 
interfering with the objectives of 
other free and rational entities. 
Government, such as it is, will only 
be called on to arbitrate contractual 
disputes. 
The title of one of Rand’s books, The 
Virtue of Selfishness, perfectly 
encapsulates the ethos of the 
Libertarian Movement. It is a 
rationaiisation for the ‘me’ 
generation. 

An appeal to any form of altruism 
is viewed merely as a.means by 
which the “second-handers", the less 
able, seek to jump on the backs of 
the creative elite; a ruse devised by 
the weak to keep. down the strong. 


Compulsory charity, such as social 
security is regarded as robbery - the 
incompetent and weak deriving 
unearned and undeserved benefit 
from the labours of the strong. There 
is clearly a strong influence of 
Nietzche’s ‘superman’ ethic in all 
this: let the weak perish, let the 
strong move upwards unhindered. 

Variants of this kind of thinking 
undoubtedly impart a certain appeal. 
Individual choice, "the right to 
choose" is now an indispensable part 
of any politician’s sales patter as it is 
widely pc pular, and not just among 
the ‘elites’. The concept of the 
‘nanny state’, stifling individual 
choice, initiative and progress has 
always been widely unpopular, while 
the idea of reducing institutions and 
society in general to the lowest 
common denominator in order to 
achieve "true equality" has never 
really caught on except within the 
various Maraist sects. 


The egalitarian ideologue is easily 
proved a liar, a fool or both. But the 
man who judges everyone only as an 
individual can back his judgement 
with reason. 

To be sure this reason is not 
unassailable; it is reason which only 
stands out in an individualist vacuum 
and fails to take account of a larger 
reality. For example, everyone 
understands that in a war the the 
course of wisdom is not to judge men 
as individuals, but only according to 
the uniforms they wear. The soldier 
who reasoned that some of the troops 
in the opposing army might have no 
hostility in their hearts to him and 
actually might be much nicer than 
many of his own comrades-in-arms - 
and who concluded from this that he 
would make his decisions of whom 
to shoot solely on the basis of 
individual judgement without regard 
to uniforms or nationalities - would 
not last long. 

Being conscious of group 
characteristics does not necessarily 
imply hostility, of course. The gender 
differences between men and 
women, for example, should ina 
healthy society lead to a mutual 
appreciation of both sexes. But the 
fact is that the peoples of European 
descent are most certainly in a war - 
a war without weapons or uniforms 
perhaps, but a war nonetheless. In 
global terms we are not only.a 
minority, but an endangered species. 
The war we are engaged in is a war 
for our very survival. 

In the make-believe world of the 


individualist we are supposed to 
ignore all features identifying an 
individual as a member of a group 
having those features in common. 
But anyone who ignores relevant 
evidence for the sake of politeness, 
or for fear of being called a "racist" 
or ‘sexist’ automatically puts himself 
at a disadvantage when evaluating 
those around him. That’s no way to 
win a war, and it’s no way to build a 
future for our people. For if we 
regard ourselves and others only as 
individuals while other races retain a 
sense of racial consciousness then we 
will sink into oblivion. 

There have always been 
irresponsible individuals amongst us, 
willing to advance their own welfare 
at the expense of unborn generations 
of their kinfolk. Yet never before has 
such behaviour been regarded as 
virtuous, never before have the 
intellectual leaders of our people 
accepted it as the norm. 


Ignoring the real world and 
playing by make believe rules is a 
poor survival strategy for anyone, 
including even the individual devoid 
of any sense of racial consciousness 
- but for a people, a race it is is a 
guaranteed path to extinction. 

Just as an army will not win a war 
unless its soldiers put the interests 
and goals of the army as a whole 
before their own private and personal 
interests, so a people will lose the 
struggle for existence unless its 
members - particularly its intellectual 
and moral leaders - think of 
themselves in terms of a people, that 
is in collective terms. 

Such a position puts us at odds 
with individualist selfishness. But 
anyone who feels a sense of 
responsibility towards our people has 
no other choice. 


Yours in struggle, 


Robert J ones, 
(West London). 


Dear Editor, 


Issue number eleven of Third Way 
featured two articles on Black 
Separatist groups in America. One 
discussed the Nation of Islam while 
the other detailed the Pan African 
International Movement. It is 
certainly appropriate for Third Way, 
given its commitment to self 
determination and group self 
consciousness for all peoples, to 
view positive communal awareness 
amongst all men as a favourable 


development. However, in the case 
of the Nation of Islam the matter is 
far from simple. The movement’s 
theology (although not featured 
much in its contemporary 
publications) sees white people as 
"devils" created by a maniacal 
pre-historic "Dr. Jakob". Its 
newspaper The Final Call , as well 
as public statements from Louis 
Farrakhan posit a vast conspiracy of 
white people involving the American 
government, the C.I.A., the medical 
profession etc who are all said to be 
directly responsible for the “planting 
and spreading of AIDS and drugs 
amongst Black people". In addition, 
the N.O.I. is certainly no stranger to 
anti-semitism in its public statements 
as well as the literature it offers for 
sale. As your article pointed out the 
Nation’s message is communicated 
Via rap groups who it must be noted 
advocate the murder of white people 
and the pillage of their 
communities." 

All the above considerations make 
the NOI a highly questionable 
recipient of favourable coverage in 
Third Way. After having laboured 
long and hard to articulate a 
nationalism free of bigotry for 
Europeans it would be a shame to see 
this journal and the movement it 
represents fall prey to tolerating 
similar evils amongst other peoples. 


Sincerely, 
(Rabbi) Mayer Schiller, 
New York, 
U.S.A. 
Dear Editor, 


May I take this opportunity of 
thanking all your readers who took 
part in the day of action against 
McDonalds, the fast food 
‘restaurant’ on July 4th. Pickets were 
held in a number of locations around 
the country and public response to 
our leaflets attacking McDonalds 
record on the environment and its 
influence in the ‘americanisation’ of 
our Isles. The campaign was initiated 
by the Eurogean cultural and political 


magazine The Scorpion and 
demonstrations were also held in a 
number of European cities. 

If any readers are interested in 
mounting a similar picket leaflets can 
be obtained at a cost of £1.50 per 
hundred from - 

Greenwave, PO Box 75, Wirral, 
Cheshire, L62 1HD. 


Sincerely, 


Dave Reid, 
(Green wave). 


Dear Sir, 


I commend your magazine for 
organizing the recent conference and 
for assembling an interesting and 
wide array of speakers. 

I feel that I ought, perhaps, to give 
my reactions to what was said. I 
thought Capitalism was treated too 
much as a monolithic entity of an 
entirely bad kind, as might a campus 
sloganizer. Similarly with whatever 
is denoted by the term ‘The System’. 
Any corporate enterprise is justas 
amenable to the interests of 
Capitalisi.; as any other in the same 
way that the medium of television is 
separate from the programmes it 
shows. for instance an even stricter 
set of requirements that products 
must conform to the good of the 
environment would be in the interests 
of the manufacturers because people 
would be compelled to buy regularly 
the new and legal model. The 
manufacturer who made a product 
that might never had to be renewed, 
on the other hand, would certainly 
have a competitive edge. 


Sincerely, 


S.HP. Steadman, 
(Kent). 


Comrades, 


I should like to suggest that 
supporters of Third Way take an 
interest in the local history of their 
respective areas. Many people have 
lost touch with their roots. What 
history that is taught in schools is 
centred upon State history - Kings & 
Queens, Wars and Treaties. It does 
not touck upon local history and the 


people who made it. 


There is a wealth of local history to 
be re-discovered by a new 
generation. Awareness of the way in 
which history effects our environment 
is vital for Nationalists. The fact that 
we know that the site of the local 
Superstore was once a beautiful wood 
or field should remind us also of what 
might be. Our past is our future! 


Sincerely, 


A Meeting of 
Minds 


Jim_Harraway reports on the second International 


Conference sponsored. 


On the 21st of June at The Grafton 
Hotel in central London Third Way 
sponsored its Second International 
Conference. Under the able 
chairmanship of Rabbi Mayer 
Schiller, a number of speakers 
from different countries with 
differing points of view spoke on 
the theme of Mr Bush’s promised 
or threatened "New World Order". 
All of the speakers, despite of their 
different nationalities and in some 
cases, different religions reached a 
general consensus, namely that a 
World Order in which 
MacDonalds, Disneyworld and the 
like are the main components and 
beneficiaries, is not a world in 
which nationalists want ‘order’. 

_ Graham Williamson of the 
Third Way National Executive 
gave an introductory talk.. 

Robert Steuckers, Editor of the 
magazines Orientations and 
Vouloir called for opposition to 
the uniformity represented by the 
‘New World Order’. 

A well thought-out and delivered 
speech by. an American 
representative Professor Paul 
Gottfried, dealt with the 
shortcomings of our modern 
‘democracy’ with special reference 
to the American constitution. As 
Professor Gottfried pointed out, the 
Founding Fathers envisaged a 
Republic of self-governing 
communities and states federated 
together for the purposes of 
common defence only, and that 
this implied, even if the Founding 
Fathers did not emphasise what 
must have seemed to them to be 
obvious, a body of citizens united 
by culture and ethnicity and 
capable in fact of governing 
themselves. Today in America, the 


by. Third Way magazine. 


Federal Government is no longer a 
co-ordinating body but rather the 
source of the largesse which keeps 
a major portion of the population 
from starvation. As the Professor 
noted, by extending citizenship 
without sufficient distinction 
communities could not be 
self-governing, and the Federal 
Government then becomes a prop 
to maintain an urbanised, often 
criminal, den:oralised underclass. 

Michael Walker, editor of the 
magazine Scorpion gave an 
address on the spiritual and moral 
defects of the ‘New World Order’. 
Assuming that this New Order is a 
continuation’ and exaggeration of 
our curreni Capitalism, Mr Walker 
drew attention to the spiritual 
vacuity of ife in the modern West, 
and of the ultimate destruction of 
human values when capitalism 
treats, as it must, the individual 
as a mere consumer, as an item on 
the balance sheet, as a component 
of an endless technological and 
commercial cycle. Nationalists 
everywhere must oppose the 
Capitalist notion of ‘man the 
consumer’ wuith that of ‘man the 
citizen’, and ‘man the member of 
community and Nation’. 

Two islamic speakers addressed 
the conference - a Basque from the 
Islamic Council for the Defence 
of Europe and a member of the 
Islamic Salvation Front of 
Algeria. The ICDE speaker 
identified the US government as 
the enemy of Europe stating:- _ 

"we du .ot acknowledge a 
North-South conflict. As we 
previously pointed out, Europe and 
the ‘Third World’ have 
complementary or common 
interests. Complementary in 


The top table at the second 
International Conference of Third 
Way. 


matters of economic and 
technological development, 
common in matters of defence, 
whether we give this concept a 
strategic, cultural or ethnological 
sense. The conflict is indeed an 
East/West one, however, the line 
should never have passed by 
Checkpoint Charlie but through 
the Atlantic Ocean." 

The spe-ker from the Islamic 
Salvation Front of Algeria 
related ho., his group was elected 
to power Sy an overwhelming 
majority aid then displaced by a 
coup d’etat sanctioned by the One 
World imperialists. The New 
World Order had a brutal face to 
show the people of Algeria. 

An Anarchist contribution came 
from the Raven’s Banner 
Collective . The statement from 
the Collective which was read in 
full at the Conference declared (in 
part):- 

"We concur with the analysis 
that the ‘New World Order’ is a 
mechanism of the U.S. ruling class, 
functioning in concert with the 
ruling classes of other capitalists 
states to secure the world rule of 
Capital. We recognise the Council 
on Foreign Relations, The 
Trilateral Commission, and the 
Bilderberger group as facets of 
this imperialist enterprise. 

We see Capital as the perversion, 
the alienation, and the 
objectification of humanity’s 
productive and creative powers. In 
capitalist society the labor, the 
ingenuity of human beings - bases 
for human freedom - are turned 
into an exploitative, corrupting, 
enslaving power over human 
beings. 

Technocratic capitalism 


« 


continues to become ever more 
destructive of human values. As 
French social critic Guy Debord 
noted, in a system based on the 
production of commodities society 
becomes an immense accumulation 
of spectacles, wherein social 
relations are mediated by 
contrived images, and all that was 
once directly lived becomes a 
representation." 


HIGHT 
NEW WORLD ORDER 


RAVEN'S BANNER COLLECTIVE 
0. 2711 
PINELLAS PARK, FL 34664-2711 


An Anarchist poster produced 
by Raven’s Banner. 


Our own. Patrick Harrington 
concluded the meeting with a 
further attack on Mr Bush’s 
repulsive vision (although it is 
difficult to believe Bush has a 
vision - no doubt the term is an 
invention of his speech-writers!) 
by explaining the conceptual 
elements involved. The need that 
the Capitalists had to demolish 
genuine human aspirations, such as 
love of home and place, family life 
and comradeship and to 
de-contextualise and substitute 
false values and aspirations. 
Already there are many people 
who do not believe that human 
beings are of value unless they 
earn x amount of money per year, 
drive a particular type of car, wear 
particular types of fashion clothes 
and so on. The logic of Capitalism 
leads to the recasting of our 
perception of mankind and its 
replacement with a kind of 
soOap-opera, Dallas/Dynasty 
fantasy. As Mr Harrington 
concluded, it is unlikely that such a 
system will survive for long; like 


Communism Capitalism will fail 
because it does not provide or 
relate to the totality of human 
needs. It is a system which places 
one set of needs in conflict with 
another - it creates imbalance and 
disharmony. Capitalism destroys 
the desire for enoblement of the 
human spirit. It is our principle 
enemy of which the New World 
Order is a mere extension. 


VALUE 


The value of this Conference was 
first, that all progressive 
Nationalists were provided with an 
Opportunity to meet on equal, 
friendly and mutually beneficial 
terms. It was further proof that tthe 
dogma that nationalism leads to 
international conflict need not hold 
true. Second, our Conference 
Clarified opinions and encouraged 
reflection. This conference was 
part of a process by which new 
ideas will crystalise annd come to 
prominence. Already ideas are 
flowing back and forth between the 
Way and its allies. Articles are 
constantly being translated into 
different languages, speakers and 
activists travel from one country to 
another - a New World Order? 


“World 
Policeman’ Role. 
for Britain? 


The Government White Paper 
statement of the 1992 Defence 
Estimates issued on 7th of July, 
1992. sets out a ‘world policeman’ 
role for British troops. It states that the 
U.K. should promote "wider security 
interests through the maintenance of 
international peace and stability’. In 
other words interfering in other 
peoples arguments and conflicts. The 
White Paper states that Britain should 
be ready to support the UN and be 
prepared to "be involved in joint 
action, possibly involving military 
deployment”. 

As the UN is currently nothing more 
than a vehicle for the augmentation of 
power for US foreign policy our 
armed forces would also be 
subservient to US interests. 


Dangerous 
Drivers 


The Suzy Lamplugh Trust is 
stepping up its campaign for minicab 
passenger safety with a major 
advertising campaign. The Trust first 
drew attention, in 1987, to the legal 
anomalies which allow the 40,000 
minicab drivers in London to operate 
without any registration or control, 
whereas minicabs (or private hire 
vehicles) outside London should be 
registered with their district councils. 

Research produced by the Trust in 
June 1991 (and part funded by the 
Department of Transport) showed 
that passengers were subjected to 
twice as many ‘distressing incidents’ 
if they used a London minicab rather 
than a black cab, regulated by the 
Hackney Carriage Office. The 
research also found 41 per cent of 
respondents knew someone who had 
experienced a distressing incident. A 
third of these involved physical 
abuse and half were due to dangerous 
driving. 

Says Mrs Lamplugh:- 
"The high level of risk is still there 
for people using London - and to 
some extent - out of London, 
minicabs. The Trust’s new 
advertising campaign will help to 
draw attention to the issue in a very 
real way”. 

We reproduce below one of the 


adverts produced free of charge by 
FCO Limited for the Trust. 


AFTER TWO CONVICTIONS FOR 


DRUNK DRIVING HE USES A MINICAB. 


TROUBLE IS HE’S DRIVING IT. 


In London anyone can be a minicab driv-r. Aicoholic 
or mugger. There's no law to stop them. 

We're campaigning for new laws to enforce the vettin:, j 
of all drivers. To help, badger your MP or make a contri- 
bution to us at 14 East Sheen Avenue, London SW14 BAS. 


Whatever you give it'll help [A FaATPRRrtiritiy matic: 


make travel safer. = = —s>_sTE_ MATIOWAL CHARITY FOR PERSONAL SAFETY 


Dave Gobell looks at the prospec 


nmark became 


The Mouse that Roared 


The result of the Danish referendum 
on June 2nd to reject the Maastricht 
treaty may not have exactly upset the 
Euro-applecart, but it certainly 
caused it to wobble a bit ! Despite 
years of propaganda, years of 
politicians and media incessantly 
stating the "inevitability" of a federal 
Europe, here was a people who 
actually weren’t too keen on giving 
away their rights to govern 
themselves. A people who had the 
audacity to think that decisions 
affecting their lives should actually 
be made by themselves and not 
by unaccountable, unelected foreign 
politicians and bureaucrats. 

Of course those forces opposed to 
freedom havebeen quick to point out 
the narrow margin by which they 
were defeated (50.7% against 
compared to 49.3% in favour). But 
when you consider how the 
campaign was fought that’s not 
really surprising. Massive 
propaganda funds from both 
Copenhagen and Brussels, as well as 
commercial and financial interests, 
were spent on trying to make the 
Danes say ‘yes’. The press, T.V. and 
radio were all mobilised to secure a 
‘yes’ vote, while virtually censoring 
the ‘no’ campaign. The entire 
government and all the major 
political parties sought to create 
fears of ‘isolation’, ‘unemployment’, 
‘recession’ etc. if the electorate 
failed to vote ‘yes’. 


COMMON SENSE 


Yet, despite this non-stop, intensive 
propaganda campaign the voice of 
common sense was able to make 
itself heard. The Danish vote 
effectively threw a monkey-wrench 
into the works of the European 
mega-machine. In an Editorial after 
the Danish referendum The Standard 
declared: - 

"The treaty is dead. It is deceased. 
It has passed on. It is no more. It is 
an ex-treaty.” 

The bankers, bureaucrats and big 
businessmen behind the push for a 
European superstate must have 
heaved a collective sigh of relief a 
few weeks later when the 50% of the 
Irish electorate who bothered to vote 
made the ‘politically correct’ 


decision to ratify the treaty. Their 
dreams of massive profits and 
power remained intact ! Of course 
cynics might argue that the Irish 
result was not entirely unconnected 
to the fact that Ireland is heavily 
subsidised by the E.C. - a fact that 
might also explain why Ireland 
recently voted against other, poorer 
countries joining the E.C. , thus 
safeguarding its own level of 
subsidy. 

In all probability the vested 
interests will try to push through the 
Treaty, regardless of the wishes of 
the Danes (and this should serve 
warning on us of just how much 
notice a giant Euro-state parliament 
would tak of the wishes of its 


In Germany there have been 
arguments concerning the way in 


which the traditional rights of the 
Lander are affected by Maastricht. A 
poll for Stern magazine in early June 
showed only 56% of Germans 
wanted European political and 
economic union. 72% favoured a 
referendum on the Maastricht treaty. 
Following the Danish vote a national 
TV programme found that of 70,000 
callers 21% opposed European 
monetary and political union. A 
further pe!l by the Wickert Institute 
in early June showed that 81% 
favoured a referendum in Germany. 

The reaction of Kohl has been 
contradictory. On the one hand he 
has tried to frighten the German 
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Young Danes celebrate the ‘No’ vote in their referendum on 
Maastricht. 


member nations). The reaction of 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl following 
the referendum in Denmark certainly 
indicated this intent. Whilst he 
admitted that, "should the Danes 
finally decide to stay away, then this 
poses difficult legal problems" he 
still pushed for ratification of the 
treaty. 


LACK OF SUPPORT 


The Danish vote has undoubtedly 
injected confidence into those forces 
opposed to Maastricht. In addition in 
different countries, and for different 
reasons, tnere are stirrings of 
opposition and rebellion. 


people by raising the ‘spectre’ of 
nationalism. In a radio interview one 
week after the Danish referendum he 
declared:- 

“if what we undertook in 
Maastricht fails and we don’t 
achieve European Union in the last 
decade of this terrible century, then 
we will revert to nationalist disputes 
in Europe next century". 

On the ether hand, Kohl has 
privately warned EC leaders that he 
will have difficulty in ratifying the 
European monetary union treaty 
signed at Maastricht last December 
unless Frankfurt is chosen as the 
headquarters of the European 
Central Bank (rather than London). 


Pe 


In France, the next country set for 
a referendum, polls have shown 
significant opposition to Maastricht. 
In a poll published in Le Monde in 
May 35% were in favour, 14% 
opposed, 22% had no opinion and 
29% were indifferent. If one looks at 
the parties opposed to the Treaty one 
finds the Communist Party (8% in 
regional elections held in March), 
two ecological parties (a combined 
14% in regional elections) and the 
Front National (14% in the regional 
elections). It is therefore possible 
that the French electorate will return 
a ‘Non’ vote. 

In Britain, we should be asking, 
how many ordinary people favour 
Maastricht? According to figures 
compiled by the European 
Commission polls conducted 
between 19 March and 11 April 
showed only 27% thought 
Maastricht would be good for 
Britain whilst a mere 15% thought it 
would benefit their own lives. 


POLITICAL REACTION 


But what is the reaction of the 
politicians to all this? The latest 
issue Of Fourth World Review sums 
it up nicely: 

"There is no suggestion that 
perhaps it is governments whose 
minds ought to be changed, or that 
the answer to the problem is not 
another frenzied bout of mass media 
brainwashing, but that in view of 
public hostility, if for no other even 
more imposing reasons, this insolent 
attempt to destroy European 
national sovereignties should be 
abandoned forthwith. 

Prime Minister Major declares in 
the House of Commons that if we do 
not proceed with Maastricht we shall 
be in danger of losing the 
concessions we have won from 
previous negotiations. What on earth 
is the man talking about? What are 
these forces which presume fo insist 
on bargaining on nothing less than 
Britain’s sovereignty and 
independence as though it were 
some item of merchandise up for 
grabs? We are no longer in the 
realm of politics; this is a variant of 
a street hold-up. Give in or 
else...And our Pusillanimous 
political leaders proceed to hand 
over a thousand-year heritage as 
though it were a half-empty wallet, 
expressing fawning gratitude for 


being permitted to retain a used bus 
ticket..." 


DISENFRANCHISED 


It is up to us to use the time we have 
to raise public awareness on this 
issue. We have to get across the 
message that democracy - the right 
of the people to decide, is bound up 
with the issue of national 
SONMETEI EA. One e.the 
decision-making process has passed 
from Britain to a huge centralised 
power structure which is unelected 
by the British and unaccountable to 
the British, then the British 
electorate will effectively become 
disenfranchised. 

Those who doubt this should 
consider just how much say they 
have in influencing affairs now, in a 


Jacques Delors - EC President and 
a prime mover behind the drive toa 
Federal Europe. 


country of 57 million, where the 
politicians are accountable. Next to 
nothing ! So how much say would 
an individual have in a giant 
Euro-state of 344 million? Nothing 
whatsoever ! Our rights to run our 
own lives, even in the present 
limited capacity, would have been 
snatched away from us. 

The Europlotters are in this 
powerful position due to a process of 


lies, deceit and disinformation. 
Certainly the British public has been 
constantly lied to on the issue of 
sovereignty. The European 


Community (or the European 
Economic Community as it was 
then) was, we were told, merely a 
trading association. Edward Heath’s 
government officially stated that 
"there is no question of any erosion 
of essential national sovereignty”. 
(Cmnd. paper 4715). 

So now it has become clear that 
our sovereignty is being eroded as 
we are dragged down the road 
leading to us becoming merely a 
province of a United States of 
Europe, shouldn’t we, the people be 
allowed a say? After all, it is our 
rights, our traditions and our 
heritage that is being handed to 
Brussels on a plate. Since Parliament 
is only the custodian of our 
sovereignty, not the owner, don’t we 
have the right to be consulted about 
decisions taken on our behalf? 
According to our politicians, not at 
all ! John Major has demonstrated 
his democratic credentials by 
arrogantly refusing a referendum on 
the E.C.:- 

"I am notin favour ofa 
referendum in a parliamentary 


democracy and I do not propose to 
put one before the British people”. 

Such is his idea of democracy ! 
Certainly such a statement speaks 
volumes about the man - and the 
other M.P.s who let him get away 
with it. 


VESTED INTERESTS 


We have to get through the message 
that we have been saying over and 
over again; that political union is all 
to do with profits and power for the 
alliance of huge commercial 
interests and the Euro-bureaucracy. 
It has nothing to do with the welfare 
of Evrope, {its people: or 
environment, for those vested 
interests see Europe only in purely 
economic terms - a potential 
superpower to rival the economic 
might of Japan and the U.S.A. 
Their mentality is clear from the 
top-dowr. approach they have 
adopted to the whole process. There 
is of course an alternative to 
throwing away possible economic 
benefits on the one hand and being 
forced into a European Super State 
on the other. At present the 
European Economic Area, a free 
trade agreement set up between the 
EC and seven Scandinavian and 
central European countries this year 
is governed by EC rules because of a 


Continued on page twelve 


A Force Under Fire 


In our last issue we drew attention to 
the fact that over the last decade crime 
in England and Wales had risen by 
67% (according to Interpol figures). 
We further noted that since 1978-79 
police pay showed a 29% real rise and 
the size of the police establishment 
has risen by 15%. 

Since our last issue further crime 
statistics have been released. These 
figures released by Scotland Yard 
showed that overall crime in the 
capital rose by 11 per cent in the year 
to March. A total of almost 946,000 
crimes were reported, with statistics 
showing attacks on people up by five 
per cent to 38,000; sexual offences up 
by two per cent to 5,500; and burglary 
up by ten per cent to 194,000. One of 
the most worrying aspects of the 
figures was the 25 per cent increase in 
street crime. 

These figures should be viewed not 
in isolation but against the 10.6 per 
cent rise for the same period in 
1990-91 and a 1989-90 increase of 11 
per cent. The percentage of crimes 
cleared-up by the Metropolitan Police 
from April 1991 to March 1992 
averaged at 7%. The odds seem to be 
that a criminal would get away with a 
street robbery (13% clear-up rate), a 
snatch theft (6% clear-up rate), theft 
of a motor vehicle (8% clear-up rate), 
theft from a motor vehicle (4% 
clear-up rate) or a forcible entry 
burglary (7% clear- up rate) to name 
just some of those crimes where the 
percentage cleared-up is under 50. 


NO CONFIDENCE 


Because of the failure of the police to 
deal effectively with crimes of public 
concern and because of miscarriages 
of Justice the police are facing a crisis 
of confidence.. One has only to recall 
the cases of the Birmingham Six, 
Guildford Four and Tottenham Three 
to come to the conclusion that police 
evidence should be viewed with 
suspicion. These cases and others 
which have been well publicised have 
led many to conclude that the police 
are not a moral force. It is not just the 
corruption of individual officers but 
also the ethos that covered-up for 
them. Many now unfortunately regard 
the police as just another ‘gang’. Sir 
John Woodcock, Her Majesty’s Chief 
Inspector of Constabulary noted in the 
introduction to his recent report:- 


The first of two articles by Patrick Harrington. 


"These cases will have led to a 
further decline in public 
confidence....which has also been 
damaged by a continuing inability to 
clear-up bu!k crime”. 

Writing in the Evening Standard a 
victim of four burglaries, Sophia 
Watson, summed-up her attitude to 
the police thus:- 

"They give you a crime report 
number - if you remember to ask for it 
- which is to satisfy the insurance 
company that there has indeed been a 
robbery on the premises. They put 
your name on some list which means a 
photocopied letter from the Victim 
Support Group arrives offering you a 
sympathetic ear. And that I regret to 
say, is that.” 


FIRST TUESDAY 


In an apparent attempt to partly 
restore publi. confidence in the West 
Midalnds Police Force the cameras of 
the ITV documentary programme 
First Tuesday were invited to film 
suspects at the Belgrave Road station 
in Birmingham being interviewed. To 
say that the programme broadcast on 
the 7th of July proved counter 
productive would be an 
under-statement. What viewers were 
in fact treated to was a confirmation 
of what many of them probably 
suspected. The police do not always 
follow the *erms of the Police and 
Criminal Evidence Act and are not 
above offering deals and using threats 
to gain confessions. Some of the 
officers featured in the programme are 
currently under investigation! 


SENT EMCING POLICY 


Public faith in the Legal System has 
been undermined also by sentencing 
decisions which do not reflect public 
opinion. The case of Stephen Owen 
should be seen as a warning in this 
respect. Owen had seen his 
12-year-old son knocked over and 
killed and seen the drtiver Kevin 
Taylor, a man with no driving license, 
serve 12 months in an open prison. 
Stephen Owen later shot the driver. 
An English jury acquitted him on all 
cahrges. Mr Owen’s solicitor 
commented. 

"They were sending a signal to the 
powers that be that the sentence on 
Taylor was unduly lenient”. 


There are very few things people 
can do to affect the authorities. On a 
jury you have got the power to kick 
the establishment up the backside." 

Of course, in my view, the Jury was 


wrong to find Mr. Owen ‘Not Guilty’ 


on all charges. It is, however, a stark 
indication of the people’s changing 
attitude to the law. 

Dr Ian McKenzie, of the Centre for 
Police and Criminal Justice Studies at 
Exeter University has said: 

"In my view there is a growing 
feeling that the law fails to provide 
adequate protection for members of 
the public". 


MEN WITH GUNS 


The sight of police at airports and 
other public places armed to the teeth, 
rather than reassuring the public has 
distanced them still further. As has the 
knowledge, imparted through TV 
soaps like The Bill, that guns are kept 
in certain patrol cars and can be 
accessed quickly following an order. 
In a letter to a newspaper P Keating 
gave a report of his view of armed 
police:- 

"I and some fellow Parachute 
Regiment NCOs on a day off ina 
Southern market town recently saw a 
police Armed Response Unit clearly 
making the most of their self perceived 
‘hard-man’ image. They were wearing 
flak jackets - hardly discreet - and 
various non-regulation accessories, 
such as ‘Tersninator’ sunglasses and 
slash-peak caps and were doing their 
best to intimidate people in general. 

In our unit, which receives rather a 
bad press in the main, poseurs are 
marked down as possibly unstable and 
probably unsuitable to bear weapons 
in a sensitive situation. 

Without wishing to denigrate those 
police who do conduct themselves 
correctly, and who are often 
ex-servicemen, the fact is that the 
majority of constables are unsuitable 
to carry weapons". 


CONFIDENCE IS THE TRICK 


The importance of maintaining 
public confidence in the police 
should be obvious. The police rely 
very heavily on information passed on 
to them by the public and ona 
generally supportive stance by the 


majority of local people in 
neighbourhoods where they work. 
Much of the information passed to the 
police is done almost unawares in the 
course of conversation between 
officers and local people. This is 
difficult to measure. With the 
introduction of Crimestoppers, 
however, we can measure the value of 
some public input into police work. 

Figures recently released show that 
since it began there have been 4,175 
arrests from information received 
from telephone calls from the public 
and £6.8 million worth of stolen items 
have been recovered. Last year alone 
1,600 people were arrested thanks to 
Crimestoppers and the value of stolen 
property amounted to £3.2 million - 
double the amount at the end of 1990. 
Proof positive of what the partnership 
between police and public can 
achieve. 


POLICE UNDER ATTACK 


The decline in the prestige and 
authority of the police can be shown 
in a number of ways. The report of Sir 
John Woodcock mentioned earlier 
said police faced an escalation in 
"routine violence and public 
disorder". The willingness of sections 
of the youth population, in particular, 
the use of violence against the police 
should, however, be seen as part of 
the general atomisation and 
de-contextualisation of our ‘society’ 
and not just as an indication of dislike 
and distrust of the police. 


THE REACTION 


The reaction of some elements of 
the establishment to rising crime 
has been to call for measures which 
would weaken the.rights of citizens 
and give even more power to the 
police. A police which has 
itself provoked a crisis of public 
confidence! So we see Lord Taylor, 
the Lord Chief Justice claiming that 
the traditional right to silence 
distorts" criminal trials. Juries should 
be allowed to draw adverse inferences 
from a defendants decision to decline 
to respond to hostile interrogation. 

We also see demands by the Police 
Federation for greater powers to stop 
and search. At present, under the 
Police and Criminal Evidence Act, 
the police are required to have 
reasonable suspicion. Mike Bennett 
Chairman of the Police Federation 
called this a “random power". 


Next issue: A Call for Change. 


THIRD WAY 
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Stick it up your punter! The rise and 
fall of the Sun. (Mandarin £4.95). 
ISBN 0-7493-0691-X 


",...a sophisticated and extremely 
high-quality product, carefully 
tailored for its market by one of the 
world’s most successful 
entrepreneurs, with a strong 
philosophy behind it." 


Not many people would associate 
the above description with, of all 
things, the Sun newspaper ! The fact 
that co-authors Peter Chippindale 
and Chris Horrie included this in the 
preface to their book might initially 
suggest an attempted whitewash. 
Nothing could be further from the 
truth. Neither man is a Murdoch 
sycophant and the book seems an 
honest attempt to analyse objectively 
the one newspaper that more than 
any other has been held responsible 
for plummeting journalistic 
standards. 

The book provides a fascinating 
inside account of tabloid newspaper 
culture; a revealing insight into the 
unreal world of popular journalism. 

Rupert Murdoch himself doesn’t 
come off too badly in the book, more 
the shrewd entrepreneur than the 
popular image of the vulgar Aussie 
tycoon. The vulgarity is left to the 
Sun’s bullying, foul-mouthed, 
yobbish editor, Kelvin McKenzie. 

I found this book to be a 
thoroughly readable and absorbing 
‘behind-the-scenes’ look into one 
part of the media lie factory. 
Depending on your own sense of 
humour parts of the book are also 
extremely funny. On one occasion 
McKenzie literally fell backwards 
off his chair on hearing what he 
thought was the death of the Queen:- 

"...SprawWwled in a tangled heap, he 
was still shrieking with excitement. 
‘Fucking hell !’ he shouted. ‘This is 
it ! Splash ! Black border !’" It 
transpired that it was actually Steve 
McQueen who had died. 

One Sun hack, David Graves, was 
in the unfortunate position of 
reporting the Falklands war from 
Buenos Aires shortly after the Sun’s 
infamous ‘Gotcha’ headline over the 
sinking of the Belgrano. 


{ MIRROR IS 
| ‘DELIGHTED’ 
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Sowimend w Poon Fis Stunmee Antonie... “she was © dolighttel eccentric” 


Eee } 
The usual mix of salacious 
hypocrisy and banality from the 
Sun. A woman sucking a man’s 
toe is front-page news! 


"Other colleagues praised their 
offices for being enviably 
circumspect and careful on the line, 
but he had to keep sitting there rigid 
with horror as Petrie bawled 
remarks from Bouverie Street 
like: ‘What these Argies need is a bit 
of cold steel up ’em’...In his darkest 
moments Graves even wondered if 
he was Seing set up for his 
forthcoming execution. ‘ARGIES 
HACK SUN MAN TO DEATH’ 
would make a great McKenzie 
splash, he thought morosely." 

Whether you regard the Sun as 
accurately reflecting the views of 
the man in the street or merely 
indulging in sensationalism for the 
sake of profit, there is no doubting 
the influence it has had on the 
British public. * 

It used to be a rule of journalism 
that you encapsulated a story in the 
first paragraph, elaborated, then 
reiterated the main points in the 
closing paragraph. Today, growing 
numbers of people don’t even have 
the slightest inclination to read even — 
the first paragraph, they just look at 
the headlines and pictures. 

By contributing to falling 
standards of literacy and critical 
faculties the Sun may have killed 
the goose which laid the golden egg. 
Any political group seeking to get its 
message across to the people should 
bear this awful legacy in mind. 


DAVE GOBELL 


Fire's Maastricht Referendum 
by David Kerr 


Under the terms of Article 236 of the 
Treaty of Rome which established the 
European Community all amendments 
to it must be agreed unanimously by 
all of its member states. The 
Maastricht Treaty is such an 
amendment. The Danish ‘No’ vote is 
a kick in the teeth to those politicians, 
union leaders and bosses who hoped to 
gain at their people’s expense in a 
European Superstate. 

On June 18th the people of the Irish 
Republic gave their own verdict on the 
Maastricht Treaty. Overall, some 
69.1% of the votes cast decided in 
favour of the new European Union. 
After the Danish people’s narrow 
rejection of the Treaty, an Irish ‘No’ 
vote would have finished it off for 
good. Unfortunately this did not 
happen. 


MEDIA MANIPULATION 


There were real fears in the 
pro-Maastricht camp that the vote 
would be lost. The pro-Maastricht 
campaign was one of the most 


blatantly one-sided examples of media 
manipulation ever to see the light of 
day in Western Europe. The contrast 
with Denmark could not be more 
striking. In Denmark, copies of the 
Maastricht Treaty were circulated 
widely. Both the pro-Maastricht and 
anti-Maastricht campaigns were 
reported fairly and the Danish people 
had the chance to weigh up the issues 
before casting their votes. 

This was far from the case in the 
Irish Republic. This was one 
campaign where government and 
opposition, normally at one-another’s 
throats, were completely united. On 
June 8th, a week after the Danish 
result, Fianna Fail, Fine Gael, Labour 
and the Progressive Democrats came 
together to call for a ‘Yes’ vote. The 
national media, the Irish Times, the 
Irish Press, and the misnamed Irish 
Independent set aside their normal 
differences to crowd out or 
misrepresent the views of 
anti-Maastricht campaigners. Only a 
few columnists were permitted to raise 
any doubts about a ‘Yes’ vote. RTE, 


the State broadcasting system, 
effectively allocated 95% of its 
coverage to the ‘Yes’ side. All stops 
were pulled out to obscure the 
issues and to brow beat and bribe 
the Irish people into voting in 
favour of the Maastricht Treaty. 


NEUTRALITY 


On the face of it they ought to have 
had a difficult task. Eire has been 
traditionally jealous of its 
independence which was won at great 
cost in 1922. All its political parties 
regarded themselves as ‘nationalist’, 
Labour excepted, as they were each 
splinters of the original Sinn: Fein 
movement. Neutrality was the 
cornerstone of Irish foreign policy 
from 1937 to the present day. Like 
Switzerland and Sweden, Eire 
managed to keep out of the Second 
World War. Eire is still nota 
member of NATO, although there 
were once hints that this could 
change if Ulster was handed over to 
Dublin’s tender mercies. 


During the 1972 referendum on 
joining the EEC, the electorate were 
assured that the ‘Common Market’ 
was purely an economic community 
of nations and that there would be no 
loss of national sovereignty. In 1992 
this issue was merely brushed aside 
as if it wasn’t even worth discussing. 


BRIBES AND LIES 


Instead, the media concentrated on 
the supposed benefits of the new 
European Union, in particular 
IR£6billion in economic aid. In fact 
this sum was merely a budget 
proposal and Albert Reynolds’ 
chances of getting this amount seem 
very slim indeed. However, bribes, 
lies and intimidation were all part of 
the pro-Maastricht propaganda drive. 
Nevertheless, the Reynolds 
government was uneasy about the 
neutrality issue. It claimed that 
Maastricht protects irish neutrality. 
Of course it does no such thing. 
Article J.4.4. states that: 
"The policy of the Union in 


accordance with the present article 
shall not prejudice the specific 
character of the security and defence 
policy of certain Member States and 
shall respect the obligations of certain 
Member States under the North 
Atlantic Treaty and be compatible with 
the common security and defence 
policy established within that 
framework". 

In other words the Republic’s 
defence policy will be tied into NATO. 
The Fianna Fail government originally 
objected to this Article but as they 
were overruled by their EC partners 
they now claim that this means the 
opposite of what it says. Eire is now a 
permanent observer at the meetings of 
the Western European Union which 
co-ordinated Europe’s role in the Gulf 
War. 

The ‘No’ campaigners were virtually 
nowhere to be seen. In Leinster 
House, the five Democratic Left 
deputies and their former Workers’ 
Party colleague fought bravely to raise 
the real issues. Reynolds used an 
obscure paragraph of the Broadcasting 
Act to put out his own line while 
denying the opposition any ‘No’ 
broadcast. So, it’s not surprising that 
the vote went the way it did. However, 
43% of the electorate did not vote at 
all. Viewed in this light, this victory is 
not all it seems. Thanks to Denmark, 
the Treaty seems doomed, so its 
replacement will have to go to a new 
referendum. If Reynolds isn’t careful 
he could yet lose a future referendum. 


THE MOUSE THAT 
ROARED 


Continued from page nine 


ruling earsier this year by the 
European Court of Justice. This 
means that EEA members outside 
the EC are bound by rules they 
cannot change. This fact rather than 
a desire to form a small portion of a 
European Super State is why the 
governments of countries now in the 
EEA wish to become part of the EC. 
A free-trade area along the lines of 
the EEA but with rules decided by 
agreement between its members has 
something to recommend itself. It 
would create an economic entity 
based on co-operation which could 
challenge U.S. and Japanese 
hegemony and tum minds in Britain 
away from thoughts of import 
controls to the more vital questions 
of research and development and 
human resources. 


THIRD WAY- 
Voice of the Radical Centre? 


In the first part of this article I looked 
at the political label and how it 
identifies and supposedly makes 
recognisable an idea .Traditionally 
this has been reduced to a one - 
dimensional axis from left to right. 
Every political thought it is claimed 
can be placed on this line . 

Aberrations are accomodated even if 
logic has to be stood on its head eg. 
former Soviet Communists are now 
reported as ‘conservative’ or ‘right 
wing’! 

We also see that whatever its 
weaknesses and limitations a political 
label is all - pervading and powerful. 
Powerful because it helps simplify 
definitions and constrains groups 
within ideological straightjackets. 


IMAGINATION 


It is sometimes hard to imagine how 
certain groups obtained their label as 
they may be at odds with those 
likewise defined. For example one 
might suppose those on the ‘extreme 
right’ would be arch supporters of the 
Capitalist system and free enterprise 
and composed largely of the 
‘Propertied Classes’ (to borrow from 
Socialist jargon). However their 
economic policies tend if anything to 
be collectivist and this is, in practice, 
a form of State control. On this issue 
they would tend to have more in 
common with the left. Perhaps though 
it is as much a negative description ie. 
what one is against rather than what 
one is for. Therefore, those policies 
and groups that the Socialists, for 
example, would oppose most 
vigorously would be placed on the 
‘extreme - right’ (regardless of the 
relationship between the ‘extreme’ 
and ‘traditional right’!). 

That the label is not perfect is an 
understatement, however, the 
policies propounded usually exhibit a 
tendency , enough of a continuity for 
the label to be believed on a 
superficial level of thought . 


THIRD WAY? 
If one therefore cannot escape being 


labelled what then would be most 
descriptive of Third Way? 


If we look at our Statement of with the puolic due to upbringing , 


Principles we can see firstly that the 
traditional and simple definitions are 
unsuitable . 

"The Third Way is a Distributist 
Movement. We believe that the 
widespread ownership of property (at 
home or at work) is of benefit both to 
individuals and to the cohesion and 
stability of society. Consequently we 
are opposed to both Marxism and’ 
Capitalism because they both lead to 
ownership and control by the few." 

This widening of the ownership of 
property would be reflected by an 
increase in small - businesses and 
co-operatives. It might also be 
assisted ty a mushrooming of 
employee share- ownership and 
shop-floor participation on company 
boards. This would help create a 
‘Distributist ’ tone in society 

Where then does this put us on the 
traditional axis? 


THIRD SECTOR 


For the righ? she sanctity of capital 
and its centralising inertia means that 
free enterprise ( without constraint ) 
encourages the reduction of 
ownership irts the hands of the few. 

The ‘left’ oppose the injustices 
inherent within capitalism and seek to 
control capit-lism through state diktat, 
or less popuiar today , through public, 
in reality, state ownership. 

Clearly ovr ideological support for 
the ‘Third Sector’ in the national 
economy, .lthough sharing some 
common ground with ‘left’ and ‘right’ 
also transcends them . 


DEMOCRACY 


" The Third Way is a de-centralist 
Movement We believe that the 
present Parliamentary structure is 
undemocratic . We want to give the 
people real political power through a 
system of de'egates who at base would 
be instruc-ed on policy by local 
residents o;ganised in Community 
Councils " 

Representati'’e systems of Democracy 
are not democratic enough. 

Firstly the wishes of the majority 
are often thwarted and ignored, 
subservient to the ‘ mores ’ of our 
‘representatives ’ ( often out of touch 


education and lifestyle ). 

Secondly the giving away of power 
to these ‘Representatives’ encourages 
apathy and disenchantment . 


AUTHORITARIAN 


We also oppose the authoritarian 
solutions of the extreme left and right 
and put our faith and trust in the local 
communities and its composite 
individuals. 

In this way we support concepts of 
devolution and Direct Democracy 
using delegates who act for and not 
on behalf of their electorate . This 
idea of delegate democracy will not 
be found in any ‘ left’ or ‘right’ party. 


NATIONALITY 


"Third Way is a separatist Movement 
.Our people have a right to cultural 
autonomy and we are committed to 
the preservation of our national and 
ethnic character”. 

The ‘right’ support a policy of 
integration into the ‘British way of 
life’ whilst the ‘hard right’ support a 
policy of compulsory repatriation 
which would inevitably result in 
political and economic isolation , 
totally cut off from the world around 
us (leaving aside moral qualms). 

Part of the ‘left’ believe in a policy 
of ‘multi-culturalism’ which 
recognises no absolute or traditional 
national values. In this way various 
cultures can be absorbed by society 
without undue tension . In fact, 
however, the law has to be based on 
cultural perceptions and values. 
Where more than one culture is 
present within a State the potential 
for conflict is often realised in 
clashes over the interpretation or 
implementation of the law. 

The other part of the ‘left’ stress 
class solidarity and assimilation and 
seldom recognise race and regard any 
mention of ‘race’ as ‘divisive’. By 
stressing the universal they hope to 
avoid the particular. 

We see however the breakdown of 
homogenous nations as a 
destabilising factor leading to social 


Continued on page fourteen 


Continued from page thirteen 


division and subsequent draconian 
controls. Unlike the hard right 
however we believe that all societies 
suffer from the breakdown of 
indigenous culture. Therefore we 
support all separatist struggles and 
solutions worldwide We accept the 
universality and importance of 
ethnicity rather than brandish it as a 
measure of superiority. 


ENVIRONMENT 


"The Third Way is a Green 
Movement" 

Both ‘left’ and ‘right’ economic 
policies are, in theory, committed to 


economic growth. The social effect of 


such is often detrimental to the 
environment eg. urbanisation and large 
scale factories., 

In contrast The Third Way believes 
in small scale industry and farming, 
the de-urbanisation of society, the 
re-vitalisation of regional economies 
and village life . 

Our support for small business and 
de-centralisation balances 
environmental protection without 
sacrificing economic well-being. 

We wiould ensure that true costs to 
the environment of production were 
built into price structures. We would 
encourage a conserver mentality as 
opposed to a consumer mentality. 


SYNTHESIS OR ANTI-THESIS? 


One might argue that given some of 
the fundamental differences between 
ourselves and left and right on these 
fundamental issues we are actually 
beyond the traditional political axis. 

I do not believe that however unique 
some of our ideas eg. Direct 
Democracy or visions eg. Distributism 
might be we can escape the habits of 
political labelling or its restricted 
vocabulary. 

At this juncture any attempt to 
ignore or invent a new political 
language is not a viable proposition . 
Intellectuals schooled in classical 
thought and a public instructed to 
accept its definitions will render 
impotent any such attempt 


IF YOU CAN‘T BEAT THEM ...... 


There is of course a body of thought 
which is often a fusion of ‘left’ and 
‘right’ and is commonly described as 
the ‘centre ’. On a number of issues 
we find a general consensus and 
sympathy eg. de-centralisation, 
devolution, a rejection of the ideology 


of Capitalism and Collectivism , a 
tendency to look to the ‘small- scale’ 
in political and economic matters . In 
so far as we cannot be pigeon holed 


into left nor right. Given that on all 


major issues we will find ourselves 
closer to both sides of the political 
system and at times inbetween, then 
we are part of the ‘centre.’ Our desire 
to develop a rational and coherent 
world view. Our willingness to draw 


inspiration from varied political 
sources has more in common with a 
moderate rather than extreme outlook 
on life . 


RADICAL 


We also however share some 
differences with the traditional 
‘centre’. 

They are often accused of ‘falling 
between left and right ’, of arriving at 
their position by default . In this way 
they cannot quite accept the hard 
logic and discipline of ideology . Not 
being able to accept one or the other 
or seeing both as going too far they 
fall into the centre by combining a 
mish - mash of policies and ideas 
based more on what they dislike 
rather than real commitment . We on 
the other hand have a clearer vision , 
seeing many of our solutions as 
beyond left and right with a life and 
logic of their own . In this way many 
of our views are quite Radical, 
being departures from traditional 
mainstream thought. 

In this way we can encompasses 
both the blend of left and right- wing 
ideas as well as those we can call our 
own. Thus we represent what might 
best be described as a RADICAL 
CENTRE. A label which both 
reflects the synthesis of ideas, 
common to the traditional centre 
andthose which transcend beyond 
them. 


In a future article we will look at 
which historical ideas, individuals 
and groups might have searched for 
a ‘ Third Way ’. 


International Conference Video 


Those who missed the Second 
International conference of Third 
Way can buy a video! hear Michael 
Walker, Patrick Harrington, 
Professor Paul Gottfried, Robert 
Steuckers, Graham Williamson and 
others . Send a c heque /P.O. for 
£11 to Third Way Publications, 
P.O. Box 1243, London, SW7 3PB. 


Why does Third Way oppose the 
Maastricht Treaty? 

We believe that the Treaty, signed 
by Douglas Hurd in February 
compromises National Sovereignty 
and will lead to a tranfer of power 
further away from our people. 

The treaty compromises National 

Sovereignty by creating a European 
Union which will have new areas of 
authority including: 
*Consumer Protection*Education and 
Vocational Training* Energy *The 
Environment *Town and Country 
Planning *Health *Industry *Foreign 
Affairs *Security and Defence *Road 
and Railway Development *Overseas 
Aid and *Visas, Immigration and 
Border Controls. 

British people will automatically 
become EU citizens owing in theory 
a duty to the Union which is in effect 
a new state. people from other EU 
countries will be able to stand for 
office and vote in British elections. 

The Exchange Rate mechanism has 
taken away the British government’s 
ability to control the interest rate and 
the exchange rate and restricts its 
power over the national budget, 
thereby contributing to spiralling 
unemployment and the high rate of 
business failures. 

It is likely that within a European 
Union powers will be granted to the 
European Parliament where British 
MEPs have 8% of votes. It is likely 
that this percentage will decrease as 
new members join. 

The British people have little 
influence over the way their MPs 
vote on particular issues. How much 
less say will they have in a giant 
European Federation? We should be 
clamouring for more democratic 
accountability not settling for less! 

What can I do to oppose the 
Treaty? 

Join the Third Way campaign 
against the Treaty by ordering 
publicity material. Join the 
Movement that is active on a range 
of issues involving National 
Sovereignty and Democracy by 
sending £20 to P.O. Box 1243, 
London, SW7 3PB. Alternatively or 
in addition support the work of the 
cross party Campaign for an 
Independent Britain. They have a 
minimum subscription of £10; 
pensioners and students £5. The CIB 
can be contacted at 81 Ashmole 
Street, London, SW8 INF. 


BY DAVID REID 


or two weeks in June Rio De 
Janeiro was the centre of 
world attention, social prob- 


lems temporarily displaced, as 
Brazil's former capital city played 
host to the greatest ever gathering of 
world leaders. Sponsored by the 
United Nations, and billed as 
Mankind’s last chance to save the 
planet, the Rio Earth Summit was 
intended to be a watershed in the 
way in which we, Mankind, treat our 
fellow inhabitants on planet Earth, 
and indeed, the way in which we 
regard the entire global ecosystem. 


SUCCESS OR FAILURE? 


Yet, after two years of intensive 
deliberations and months of hype 
and expectation, the Earth Summit 
would appear to have generated 
disappointment rather than hope. In 
the main, the negative atmosphere 
which prevailed immediately after 
the Summit was due to the lack of 
solid achievements to emerge from 
itt The successes of Rio were 
meagre to say the least: 


* Two treaties, on climate and bio- 
diversity. Crucially the latter was not 
signed by the United States. 


* A set of principles on environment 
and development issues - none of 
which are legally binding. 


* Agenda 21 - an 800 page action 


plan for achieving sustainable 
development. Again, not legally 
binding. 


* A PROPOSED UN commission on 
sustainable development. 


* A set of non-binding principles for 
conserving and sustainably expioit- 
ing forests. 


* Modest increases in Third World 
aid pledged by Japan, Germany, 
Britain, France, Canada and smaller 
developed nations - but NOT the 
US. The increase pledged by John 
Major may amount to as little as £10 
million per year. 


Quite clearly, given the severity of 
the multitude of problems facing our 
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SUCCESS on ranure IN RIO? 


For two brief weeks in june, Rio De Janeiro played 
host to the greatest ever gathering of world leaders 
which was sponsored by the United Nations... 


Planet, the Earth Summit was an 
opportunity missed, a cop out by the 
world’s politicians. Little attention 
was given to the potential energy 
crisis that we in the West may face. 
The option of cancelling Third World 
debt was by-passed, and with it the 
chance of eradicating Developing 
World poverty, pollution and 
ultimately migration, the most 
serious problem the world may yet 
have to deal with. The now very real 
threat of global warming was dealt 
with in an incrementalist manner, 
totally devaluing the importance of 
the Summit. 

Should we be surprised that 
Rio delivered so little in the way of 
concrete legislation? Perhaps not. 
Such a large and diverse gathering 
of self-interest was highly unlikely to 
produce the necessary responses, 
and it is here that we find the real 
failure of Rio. Convincing the 
world’s politicians to put short-term 
self-interest to one side, in favour of 
the long-term requirements of the 
planet is a lengthy process, in which 
Rio should have been the first step. 
Had those who exercise our will (!) 
only talked about possible solutions, 
Rio would have been an unqualified 
success. 


US OPPOSITION 


However, the Bush administration 
soon put paid to such hopes. With 
the November presidential election 
looming George Bush refused to 
contemplate changing the American 
way of life - "The United States’ 
standard of living is not negotiable". 
Given the influence, and affluence, 
exerted by the U.S. on the global 
scene, it follows that any possible 
solution necessitates U.S. 
participation. The ‘old man in the 
White House’ was simply not 
prepared to talk. 

This side of the Atlantic, the 
Situation was little better. For all 
their rhetoric and desire to be 
‘politically correct’. Europe's 
politicians dealt solely in cosmetic 


reform, keeping to the relatively safe 
territory of meaningless treaties and 
vague promises of increased Third 
World aid, rather than confront the 
anomaly that exists between the 
Western lifestyle and a_ healthy 
planet. 


STRUGGLE 


Yet there are lessons to be learnt 
from Rio. The Earth Summit has 
reminded us, if we needed 
reminding, that the re-appraisal of 
human values in which the green 
movement is currently engaged, will 
by definition, be a lengthy and 
difficult struggle. 

The events in Rio have also 
shown us that our present political 
masters have neither the will, nor the 
inclination to bring about change. 
The quality of life enjoyed by our 
grandchildren will depend entirely on 
the actions of ordinary men and 
women, the small people in society. 
If the politicians can’t - or won't - 
take the necessary action... 

THEN WE MUST! S 


GREENWAVE 


‘the green alternative!’ 


ISSUE FOUR 
on sale now... 


only £1! 


| 
s 


Subscription Rates 
1 year/4 issues: 
£5 UK...£8 overseas 


cheques/postal orders/.M.O.’s 
| payable to ‘GREENWAVE’. 


SEND TO: PO Box 75, Wirral, 
cheshire L62 1HD. 


CAMPAIGN REPORTS 


Havering Third Way picketed a 
European Question Time forum at 
Langton’s, Hornchurch. Many 
leaflets were distributed to those 
attending and this won substantial 
publicity in the Romford Recorder. 
The local Labour Party sent their 
usual snide attacks on Third Way to 
the newspaper but we had the last 
laugh with a follow-up letter! Having 
nothing worthwhile to say on Europe 
themselves the local Labourites 
scurry behind trying to diminish our 
campaign. What a sad state these 
unprincipled opportunists are in. 

Activists from Chelsea and 
Kensington Third Way attended a 
meeting at the London School of 


Economics where two of the leaders | 


of the Danish ‘No’ campaign 
addressed an audience of around 
fifty. Everyone present was handed 
literature and a number of very 
useful contacts were made both at the 
meeting and in the pub afterwards! 

Kensington and Chelsea and 
Havering Third Way held a joint 
activity at a press conference held by 
Dr Egon Klepsch - the President of 
the ‘European Parliament’ on his 
Visit to our country in July. Activists 
handed leaflets to the assembled 
press and explained why they were 
opposed to a Federal Europe (much 
to the consternation of one 
Independent journalist who 
apparently doesn’t believe in British 
independence). 

Patrick Harrington, on behalf of 
this magazine, asked Dr. Klepsch 
two questions. He asked where the 
Central Bank should be sited in the 
Doctor’s opinion - to which he 
received a highly evasive and 
indefinite reply. He further asked 
how long the European Parliament 
could tolerate the British method of 
electing MEPs before demanding the 
introduction of a form of PR. Dr. 
Klepsch referred to the elections to 


be held in mid-1994 saying "perhaps 
this is the last election where it will 
stay.” . 

In Sheffield activists leafletted 
Hillsborough Ward one Sunday 
morning and intend to leaflet further. 

A number of individuals have also 
been busy distributing leaflets for 
the campaign. Many Third Way 
Circles outside London have, 
unfortunately, been slow off the 
mark. 

The camnaign against a Federal 
Europe is a very important one for 
our Movement and our country. It is 
imperative that we build the forces of 
opposition. You can help by 
purchasing and distributing publicity 
material. 100 leaflets cost just £1.25 
(£10 for 1,00), 100 mixed stickers 
cost just £2.50 and 25 A3-size 
posters £2. All items are available 
from P.O. Box 1243, London, SW7 
3PB. 


BATTLEFIELD 
TOUR 


Third Way is organising a visit to the 
Somme battlefields in the Picardy region 
of France. The trip is not to glorify war 
but rather to honour those who died in the 
tragic First World War. Those sacrificed 
to establishment interests in the ‘war to 
end all wars’. The flower of our people 
sacrificed in a pointless conflict. 

We wil be laying wreaths in 
remembrance. We invite to join us on this 
important o«casion. As well as paying 
your respects you will enjoy the beauty of 
this area of France, the good food and 
-amaraderie. 

We will leave on the afternoon of Friday 
23rd of October and retum on Sunday, 
the 25th. The trip will cost £70 including 
travel and hotel. A deposit of £35 must be 
received by 15th September. Cheques and 
POs to Somme Battlefield Tour (no cash), 
should be sent to: P.O. Box YR19, Leeds, 
LS9 OTD. 


ULSTER 


The latest copy of Ulster Nation hit 
the streets at the end of June in time 
for the traditional parades by loyalists. 
Eighty copies were sold on the 12th 
parade in Belfasr - a fair number 
considering that UN is not aimed at 
the ‘man in the street”! 

Whilst we are pleased at the positive 
reaction of sections of the 
traditionally Unionist community to 
our message of independence for 
Ulster we want our message to reach 
all of the people of Ulster and will 
look for ways to ensure that this 
happens. 

The latest issue is an improvement 
on previous ones. For the first time it 


- has a two-colour glossy cover and the 


layout has also been upgraded. The 
magazine contains articles on the IRA 
perspective on Ulster Nationalism an 
analysis of SDLP strategy; fair 
employment and a cover feature on 
the Ulster Defence regiment. 

A subscription costs £4.50 in the 
UK and a sample copy 50p from: P.O. 
Box 140, Belfast, Ulster, BT1S 2HY. 


ADVERTISEMENT 


BOOKS AVAILABLE 


Camp of The Saits by Jean Raspail. 
Reviewed in our last issue this novel 
deals with immigration and its effect on 
the West. £6.50. 

ABC of the Welsh Revolution by 


Derek Hearne. Reviewed in our last 
issue. A handbook for National 
Revolution. £6. 

Counter Culture. Issue number two 
includes articles on British Folk Tales, 
Steeleye Span, Prince Akeem, Sol 
Invictus and the New Mera! . Just £1: 

All from P.O. Box 1243, London, SW7 
3PB. 


THANKS! 

Thanks to JBG (London) £50; 
Anon (Lancs) £10; PG (Lancs) 
£50; Anon (Lancs) for their kind 
donations to this magazine. 

Thanks also to all those who 
contributed towards the expenses 
of our International Conference. 
Special thanks to Tom & Jodie for 
help with accommodation. 


